ABSTRACT Recent neo-liberal policy frameworks in Australia advocate economic development opportunities for Aboriginal Australians as a viable strategy to redress the marginalisation and social disadvantage that appear to characterise many Aboriginal communities. In New South Wales (NSW), Aboriginal peoples are currently negotiating with industry for the chance to participate in coal seam gas (CSG) development opportunities. Based upon research focusing on CSG development in the Northern NSW region, this paper argues that certain constructions of Aboriginality inhibit successful Aboriginal engagement with the economic opportunities provided by CSG. This paper illuminates the role of the media in facilitating dominant discourse about Aboriginality and the implications of those constructions for Aboriginal engagement with the mainstream economy. Findings demonstrate that the media are complicit in constructing Aboriginal peoples in a way that could prejudice their attempts to engage in economic opportunities that do not align with the dominant constructions of Aboriginality.
Introduction
Australia is one of the most highly developed countries in the world, yet Aboriginal peoples in Australia continue to suffer from chronically poor socio-economic conditions (NSW Ombudsman 2011) . Compared with non-Aboriginal Australians, health, education and well-being are far inferior in Aboriginal communities, particularly in regional or remote areas (Closing the Gap: Prime Minister's Report 2013). Australian government neo-liberal strategies, at both State and federal level, encourage economic development as the panacea for improving Aboriginal peoples' disadvantage (Morris 2013) .
Policy frameworks, such as Closing the gap, attempt to break the cycle of poverty and welfare dependence and support autonomous communities through engagement with economic development (Altman 2005; Langton 2012 ). The central and most effective way in which Aboriginal disparity has been addressed to date is through the granting of land rights to Aboriginal peoples (Howlett et al. 2011; Langton 2012) . Two pieces of legislations currently govern access to land in NSW, the State Aboriginal Land Rights Act (1983) (ALRA) and the federal Native Title Act (1993) . Via utilisation of these land rights for economic development, it is seen that Aboriginal disadvantage will be ameliorated.
Aboriginal groups are increasingly seeking paths to economic independence that preserves cultural integrity, whilst also engaging in non-traditional ways to enhance and develop their own society and economy (Altman 2005; Holt 2005; Langton 2012 ). Coal seam gas (CSG) development represents one option currently available for Aboriginal peoples' economic development. The media's representation of this opportunity, however, may have unexpected consequences for Aboriginal peoples as some literature (see, for example, Aikman 2011; Langton 2012) suggests that the media often present Aboriginal peoples as naturally aligned with conservationists and not interested in industrial development opportunities such as CSG.
This paper focuses on a case study of Aboriginal peoples and CSG development in the Tweed and Byron Shires of northern New South Wales (NSW) and a decision by an Aboriginal organisation, the New South Wales Aboriginal Land Council (NSW ALC 2012) , to partner with the mining industry and apply for petroleum exploration licences in the region. Conflict ensued between some Aboriginal groups and conservation groups opposed to the possibility of CSG development. Based upon research that examined the media portrayal of this issue, this paper argues that the media presented a view whereby Aboriginal people were inherently aligned with conservationists and not interested in CSG development, and that this in turn had implications for those groups who did want to engage in CSG development in that region.
Following an introduction to CSG and the case study, the methodology employed with this case study is discussed. The literature on dominant discourses is reviewed before focusing on the media's role as a facilitator of these discourses. The paper then examines Aboriginal peoples and economic development (including resource development), before looking at the paradox faced by Aboriginal peoples wanting to engage in certain economic development opportunities. Finally, the paper presents the findings of the content analysis before entering into the discussion and implications.
Coal seam gas and Aboriginal peoples: the Northern Rivers case study
Coal seam gas mining has existed in Australia for nearly 30 years. Levels of methane gas within the coal seams are estimated to be several times greater than the current reserves of conventional natural gas, and therefore provide an option for continual growth of the energy sector (NSW Government 2013). A handful of news articles published in the mid-2000s revealed that Queensland (QLD) and NSW State government policy was beginning to preference CSG development (Wilson 2004; Yarwood 2005) , and at that time little attention was given to any environmental or social concerns. By 2008, however, deep concerns about uncertain environmental and social impacts and land rights emerged (de Rijke 2013), and escalating industry growth led to mounting objections from the local community and the general public. Since then, CSG development has remained a contentious topic and many anti-CSG groups have emerged as a result. Anti-CSG coalitions, such as Lock the Gate Alliance, Basin Sustainability Alliance, CSG Free Northern Rivers and Coal Seam Gas News, facilitated cohesion between disgruntled members of the local communities and are now a dominant voice in the CSG debate. This paper focuses on the Tweed and Byron Shires of the Northern Rivers region in NSW. The Northern Rivers region has a population of just over a quarter of a million people, half of whom reside in the main towns (ABS 2011) . The Indigenous population in the region accounts for nearly 4.5 per cent of the total population, compared with 2.5 per cent of the total population across Australia (ABS 2011). The region is a major draw card for national and international tourism owing to its favourable climate and renowned natural beauty (NRSDC 2013), with a third of the area either National Park or State forest (NSW Government Environment and Heritage 2013). The Northern Rivers 'lifestyle region' attracts many tree-and sea-changers seeking a more relaxed and natural life, and has resulted in an eclectic community group, many of whom are passionate about the area (NRSDC 2013, p. 4) .
Mining interests have previously sought to open up the CSG industry in the Northern Rivers area, hence a number of already-drilled wells and leases exist in the region (NSW Government 2014). In March 2012 the NSW ALC also made several applications for petroleum exploration licences (including oil, gas and CSG) in the area and across NSW. These applications were still under consideration as of July 2014 (NSW Government 2014). Of significance, the NSW ALC's applications were the first time in the State's history that an Aboriginal organisation had indicated its plan to enter the resources sector as a major partner, and not just a recipient of mining royalties (Tracker Magazine 2012) . Reports in the media of prospective CSG development within the region, particularly in conjunction with an Aboriginal organisation, revealed tensions between Aboriginal groups and conservation groups and within and between some Aboriginal groups (Harlum 2012a; Salusinszky & Aikman 2012) . The decision by the NSW ALC to apply for the permits, and the contestation it promoted, presents a unique opportunity to interrogate the dominant constructions of Aboriginal peoples put forward in the media.
Understanding how dominant discursive constructions develop and influence society is an important aspect of this paper. Utilisation of the environment often results in conflict between competing ideologies and priorities (Holt 2005; Escobar 2006) . Employing a social constructionist framework to facilitate an understanding of the construction of certain hegemonic discourses about Aboriginal people, and a political ecology framework to examine how these discourses can marginalise some Aboriginal people, this paper draws on a content analysis of the media's portrayal of Aboriginal peoples and CSG development in Northern NSW to interrogate media representations of Aboriginal peoples. The analysis was based on dominant discourses, Aboriginality, and the media's impact on discourse, by Aboriginal peoples and economic development, resource development as an option for economic development, and, finally, the paradox faced by Aboriginal peoples wanting to engage in resource development as an economic strategy. These themes and how they relate to this paper are explored below.
Dominant discourses and aboriginality
Many interpretations of perceived reality exist, and dominant discourses help to shape and construct those realities. Dominant discourses, however, are not necessarily based on 'fact' and 'truth' but on information disseminated by the powerful and elite (Escobar 2006) . Macoun (2011, p. 520) states: 'representations do not just reflect meanings and realities, but also produce them', claiming that 'discourses and discursive practices are therefore important sites of power relations, constituting objects, events, identities, subjects and truths in particular ways'. Discursive practices can, therefore, contribute to constructions of Aboriginality that confer privilege on certain policy trajectories and outcomes (Langton 2003; Johnson & Murton 2007) . For example, Macoun (2011) argues that a range of ideas about Aboriginality were mobilised to introduce and justify the Intervention policy program, such as linking Aboriginality to abuse of Aboriginal children, and which served to limit the discursive authority of Aboriginal people.
Master narratives and discourses concerning Aboriginal peoples and their culture exist throughout Australia and beyond, and are deep-rooted in history (Langton 1997; Adams & English 2005; Altman 2005) . Discourses depicting Aboriginal peoples as simple, backward, or primitive are Western constructions (Wilson & Stewart 2008) , habitually constructed by non-Aboriginal people who have little to do with Aboriginal peoples (Meadows 2001; Cowlishaw 2009 ). Non-Indigenous constructions of Aboriginal peoples vary enormously between traditional 'noble savages' (Adams & English 2005, p. 89) , to that of the 'drunken Aborigine' (Langton 1997, p. 77) . Constant repetition of certain imagery about Aboriginal peoples, in the media for example, tends to reinforce ideas and assumptions (Meadows 2001) and these misinformed constructions then shape government and policy-makers' responses to Aboriginal peoples (Atkinson et al. 2010) . In turn, the general public cultivates an image of Aboriginal peoples that may be far removed from actuality, and the circle of misrepresentation continues.
Media as facilitators of hegemonic discourses
As a key cultural resource-and most often, as the only source of information about ideas of race-the media since first contact have fulfilled a key ideological role in framing Aboriginal people in particular ways. (Meadows 2001, p. 19) The media's influence in shaping attitudes and beliefs, particularly in regards to Aboriginal peoples, is widely acknowledged (Fleras & Kunz 2001; Short 2007) . Consequently, the media have a fundamental role in how the majority of nonAboriginal Australians perceive Aboriginal peoples (Meadows 2001; Cowlishaw 2009) . Expectation that the media will objectively report news events, whilst also remaining profitable, is illogical in an industry that reinforces and reproduces ideologies serving privileged interests (Herman & Chomsky 1988) . Prejudiced reporting is often so ingrained in society that the general public unknowingly make the assumption that the media are independent in their coverage (Meadows 2001; Maslin 2008) . Commercial media in particular, due to pressures to maximise profits, invariably try to 'give the people what they want ' (McChesney 2004, p. 198) . Furthermore, audience satisfaction propagated by particular viewpoints increases circulation figures and, in turn, makes them even more attractive to editors (Ruiz 2009 ).
Mass media have, in many ways, had a destructive impact on Aboriginal peoples and their culture (Wilson & Stewart 2008) . Globally, previous research has suggested that the media regularly represent Aboriginal peoples as problematic (Fleras & Kunz 2001; Meadows 2001; Hinkson 2010) . Images constructed by journalists since the 1960s have ranged from the noble and the ignoble savage, to paternalistic and assimilationist ideas (Meadows 2001) . Reproduction of romanticised, patronising and stereotyped portrayals are extensive in the media, only serving to reinforce and sustain those opinions (Meadows 2001) . As the principal resource for the general public's construction of minority cultures, examining how the media portray Aboriginal peoples may reveal insights into how reality is socially constructed (Meadows 2001) .
As the media fulfil a key role in framing Aboriginal peoples in particular ways it is essential in rectifying negative assumptions about Aboriginal peoples (Meadows 2001) . Media portrayals of Aboriginal peoples as 'wise stewards' of the environment (Bryant 1998, p. 86) , or as seemingly natural conservationists (Holt 2005; Langton 2012 ), construct them as reluctant participants in the global industrialbased economy (Bryant 1998) . Dominant societal attitudes shaped by these assumptions are firmly entrenched and continue to marginalise Aboriginal peoples (Meadows 2001) and can lead to the conclusion that they would not want to participate in opportunities such as CSG developments (Holt 2005) .
Aboriginal peoples and economic development
Economic development is advocated as the remedy for improving Aboriginal peoples' disadvantage (COAG 2008) . Neo-liberal policies focus on using the market to stimulate growth, innovation and efficiency; however, they are shaped by prevailing discourse that privileges the non-Aboriginal population and marginalises Aboriginal peoples through inappropriate economic strategies (MacDonald 2008; Austin-Broos 2011) . Poorly designed and executed government policy often leads to widespread dependency on State welfare or exclusion from full economic participation (Altman 2005; MacDonald 2008; Langton 2012) . Historically, Aboriginal peoples' disengagement with the mainstream economy was based upon a perception that they were not willing to participate or were culturally incapable of engaging in the mainstream economy. Some authors, however, suggest it is these assumptions that lead to Aboriginal economic development disengagement (Davis 2005; Maddison 2009 ). The case study presented in this paper characterises a decision by an Aboriginal organisation trying to engage in the mainstream economy and make decisions for their communities by exploring the potential for CSG development in the face of overwhelming opposition.
Resource development as an option for economic development
Resource development is often regarded as an economic strategy for 'Closing the Gap' between remote Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal Australians (Altman 2005; Langton 2012; Scott 2012) . It is, however, a contentious development prospect on Aboriginal land (Maddison 2009; Langton 2012) , and CSG development is not free from this controversy. Historically, the mining industry has a poor record with Aboriginal peoples, denying them any meaningful influence over mining on traditional lands and often excluding them from the economic, employment and other benefits of mineral development (O'Faircheallaigh 2006; Langton 2012) . This apparent lack of involvement led to the belief that Aboriginal peoples were uninterested in development within this sector. Recognition of land rights for Aboriginal peoples, however, meant the mining industry had to negotiate with traditional owners for land access, and subsequently mining has become a viable economic development option for Aboriginal peoples (O'Faircheallaigh 2006; Langton 2012) .
Resource development agreements are seen as key in the struggle for Aboriginal empowerment and autonomy (Howlett 2010; O'Faircheallaigh 2011) . The application by the NSW ALC in 2012 for petroleum exploration licences across 40 per cent of NSW was seen as a chance for an Aboriginal organisation to break into the 'real economy' (Scott 2012) . Their decision to partner with an energy company for a 49 per cent share, instead of the usual compensation package, is the first of its kind in the mining sector in NSW (Rose 2013) . Whilst there are no guarantees that partnering will result in successful and equitable economic development for Aboriginal peoples, the NSW ALC believes that a push towards ending disadvantage is crucial (Scott 2012) .
Aboriginal peoples' right to participate in development opportunities on their lands is vital to their self-determination; however, many vehemently oppose CSG development. Anti-CSG groups, such as Lock the Gate Alliance, have lobbied hard against any CSG development in the Northern Rivers region (Aikman 2011) . The NSW ALC applications sparked heated debates in Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal fora (Salusinszky & Aikman 2012 ) and presented a unique opportunity to interrogate the media's role in the construction of Aboriginality in relation to resource development.
The paradox
The decision of an Aboriginal organisation to pursue resource development that is, historically, a non-Indigenous economic opportunity highlights an interesting contradiction. Aboriginal lands are often the richest repositories of Australia's diversity, and many conservation organisations and governments believe that protecting the natural environment and reaching biodiversity goals takes precedence over the needs of local Aboriginal peoples (Chatty & Colchester 2002; Langton 2012) . Halting development on these lands, however, may inhibit Aboriginal peoples' opportunities for economic engagement and add pressure on Aboriginal peoples trying to forge economic paths based on traditional stereotypes of them as closer to nature (Langton 2003) .
A significant amount of European or Western knowledge about nature formed during the colonial expansion and reflected a system of knowledge that categorised and objectified nature. Nature was disconnected from civilisation and this naturesociety dichotomy was common in colonial thinking (Adams & English 2005) . The Western perspective of nature has underpinned the design of national parks and conservation policy over the past century (Head 2000; Chatty & Colchester 2002) . As the dominant discourse of nature is the Western view, Aboriginal perspectives are often deemed irrelevant. Conservation policy has resulted in continued exploitation and denied access and tenure of land for many Aboriginal groups (Colchester 2004; Johnson & Murton 2007) .
Whilst governments and conservation groups are now incorporating Aboriginal peoples' rights into their policies (Adams & English 2005; Jackson et al. 2012; Stoeckl et al. 2013) , an expectation exists from a Western perspective that if Aboriginal peoples want to manage their lands then they should do so in a 'traditional' way (Holt 2005) . Holt (2005, p. 199) describes this attitude as 'conservation Catch-22' when Aboriginal peoples' needs and wants are not compatible with conservationists' ideas of environmental preservation. Langton (2012) believes conservationists often refuse to accept that Aboriginal peoples have an economic life and rights outside of protecting the environment. Aboriginal peoples struggle to overcome this hegemonic discourse, which promotes an all-or-nothing approach to the environment, usually at the expense of the non-dominant (and typically Aboriginal) culture (Colchester 2004 ). Questions still remain over how conservation goals can be balanced with the social justice and economic development needs and rights of Aboriginal peoples. Understanding these competing views, how they evolve and who they privilege is the central paradox interrogated in the following case study of Aboriginal involvement in CSG development.
Methodology
The analysis comprised articles, editorials, media releases (henceforth referred to collectively as articles) from Australian print and online sources, including news, magazines, government websites and relevant conservation websites. Articles within the scope of the study referenced Australian Aboriginal peoples together with keywords, such as CSG, mining interests, development, economic, support, prospecting licence application, and were dated between May 2011 and July 2013; articles were limited to those concerning the Tweed and Byron Shires. These dates represent the first and last article that met those conditions within the time constraints of this research project.
Articles were analysed based on the presence of keywords, context and overall theme. In order to understand the context and undertones of the media articles that were analysed a coding procedure was followed to make replication, and subsequently reliability, possible. Coding takes the ambiguous meaning and turns it into well-defined quantitative data (Neuman 2005) . Articles were rated on several Likert-type scales 1 and a score given between -2 to +2 (-2 for strongly opposed or similar position, 0 for neutral and +2 for strongly for or similar). For example 'Is the article "for" or "against" CSG development?'; the position on the scale was determined by identifying text or sentences in the articles that included themes or words such as opposed, against, protesting, concerns, mining interests, development, economic, support, prospecting licence application.
Articles were also examined for themes where conservation interests (opposed to CSG) were reported together with Aboriginal opposition and whether this portrayal inferred that the interests of the conservationists were the same as Aboriginal peoples' interests, and therefore aligned, or whether Aboriginal peoples had been portrayed in a traditional or non-traditional way, such as placing emphasis on Aboriginal culture when it was not relevant to the story. Each article was first coded to identify the predominant themes of the article and this was scored alongside themes that were found to be reoccurring, along with unique points of interest.
Both manifest and latent analysis concepts were used to classify whether there were other underlying themes that could not be identified from the keywords alone. The results were based on how close the score was to zero (neutral). Analysis was based on these scores and emerging themes from the articles. The results were determined based on the presence of certain keywords and context, and examples of these follow.
What we found
A total of 82 articles pertaining to the case study were found in all Australia sources and, of those, 60 articles were in publications local to Northern Rivers. Analysis was conducted on all articles, and then the local articles only, to compare how the local papers reported the issue in comparison with the rest of Australia.
Opposition or support for CSG development
Each article was assessed for opposition to or support of CSG development. For instance, 'the NSW Aboriginal Land Council has applied to explore for coal seam gas under 40 per cent of the state, sparking outrage across the countryside' (Howden, 2012, p. 1) , and 'I am terribly angry with the situation and I want to deal with it and take some action against it' (Harlum 2012b, p. 5) are examples of what was coded as strongly opposed, and these statements were considered alongside other latent themes and keywords in the article. Alternatively, quotes such as 'The New South Wales Aboriginal Land Council is hoping for progress soon on its mining prospecting applications' (Anonymous 2012, n.p.), or 'we'd rather have leverage on the issue than to sit back and not have any influence at all' (Williams 2012, p. 3) were considered strongly for remarks, and these were considered alongside the other latent themes from the article. A neutral score was given to those articles that did not express a preference either for or against themes, or presented them equally within the piece. The results (Figure 1) , represented as percentages, indicate that the media present more stories with an anti-CSG viewpoint.
In order to provide some context on how CSG development was being portrayed by the media in the local region, the newspapers of the region were analysed separately. The local articles (Figure 2 ) demonstrated an even larger focus on opposition to CSG development. These results reproduce the regions' particular stance on CSG. Articles in the local media also revealed community opposition varying between 85 and 98 per cent (Dell 2012; Daley 2013; Ausburn 2013) .
Reasons for opposition to or support of CSG development
Categorising the reasons for opposition or support of CSG development was necessary for subsequent analysis of this contentious issue. Each article was read and the emerging themes were recorded. Whilst a theme may have occurred several times in an article, the numbers reflects one count of each theme per article. Not all of the articles presented reasons for the opposition or support for CSG development.
Opposition to CSG development. In examination of why Aboriginal peoples opposed CSG development, a few chief reasons were named in the articles. Figure 3 demonstrates the major reasons reported for opposition to CSG development in the Tweed and Byron Shires. The land and environment were most often mentioned as the reason for opposition in over a third of all the articles (36 per cent for all papers and 38 per cent for local papers):
It [the land] gives us a lot of cultural awareness in regards to our bush tucker. We can't destroy the land; we've got to keep the land preserved so we can still continue having our culture. That's the reason why they don't want the resources to be taken out of the ground. (Rob Williams in Anonymous 2012, n.p.)
The above quote was from a representative of the Githabul Nation. The Githabul Nation was granted Native Title over 6000 km 2 of land in the area in 2007 (Anonymous 2012). The comment was made in regards to the NSW ALC's applications for petroleum exploration rights in the region, covering areas included in the Githabul Nation Native Title determination (Farrow-Smith 2012) .
Lack of consultation about CSG development on traditional lands was the second most cited reason for opposition: The Land Council plan has broken cultural protocol to start with because it is someone else giving approval on someone else's country. It is another spiritual country; it is not Mr Scott's country and it is up to the people of that area. (Harlum 2012a, p. 5) Support of CSG development. There is not a great deal of support for CSG mining in the Tweed and Byron Shires. The majority of the comments in the articles supporting CSG development were quotes from Mr Geoff Scott, CEO of the NSW ALC, in support of the council's decision to pursue petroleum exploration permits in the Northern Rivers region, of which CSG development could be one of the prospects:
If we want to stand on our own, without reliance on government, then we have to be prepared to lead the way on issues, and that includes investing our own resources. (NSW ALC 2012, n.p.) Mr Scott acknowledges the move could lead to the Land Council being involved in coal seam gas mining, but says it wants to be an owner. 'Which means we have applied for our own mining leases, applications, licences be what it may so we have equity in the area,' he said. (Anonymous 2012, n.p.) These statements were coded as having strong self-determination, economic opportunity and equity themes. The most commonly stated factor behind Aboriginal support for CSG development was for economic benefit (39 per cent of articles in all papers and 32 per cent of local papers) and, to a lesser extent, self-determination (9 and 3 per cent, respectively) and equity (5 and 2 per cent, respectively). Not all articles cited reasons for support. The results are displayed in Figure 4 . One article suggested that, as an Aboriginal company, the NSW ALC was better placed to pursue Aboriginal interests with a mining company as partner, rather than letting other non-Aboriginal mining entities proceed and have Aboriginal peoples in the region miss out, or be unfairly compensated (Williams 2012) .
Aboriginal and conservationist interests as aligned
At least half of all articles merged Aboriginal interests and conservationist interests in their opposition to CSG development (50 per cent for all papers and 53 per cent for local papers). There were instances of Aboriginal people being specifically identified and then pooled together in a category with other CSG opposition groups, such as: '… at a media conference called by North Coast Aboriginal elders and others opposed to the industry' (Harlum 2012a, p. 5) and: 'there are potential native title claimants, land councils and other interest groups and environment groups' (Deefholts 2012, p. 1) . This portrayal suggests that the interests of Aboriginal groups and others, such as conservationists and environmentalists, are the same and were coded as such. Only 17 per cent of articles in all papers and 10 per cent in local papers did not align Aboriginal peoples' interests and conservationists' interests. The implications of these comments are discussed and analysed in the following section.
Analysis
This study found that the media were predominantly reporting the perspectives of those opposing CSG development, with the majority of articles focused on the NSW ALC's application for petroleum exploration licences. Over 70 per cent of the articles depicted opposition, consequently large numbers of people are exposed to a view that suggests Aboriginal peoples do not want CSG development, which aligns with a discourse of authenticity and traditionalism. Opposition to CSG development was greater in the local papers; strongly opposed or opposed viewpoints accounted for 75 per cent of articles, suggesting that within the region there is an even stronger sentiment against CSG development, or that the media in the region were more likely to promote opposing perspectives compared with other Australian papers. While it was beyond this study's scope to confirm whether reported opinions were completely impartial and proportional, a large number of articles aimed at highlighting the opposition to CSG development in the Tweed and Byron Shires were apparent. The mass media have taken a special interest in CSG development. It is a controversial topic that evokes strong opinions and, as such, generates a vast amount of coverage. As discussed above, the media often tell us how and what to think about an issue, such as CSG development, by emphasising certain details and trivialising others (Meadows 2001; Kim et al. 2002) . The regional Northern Star newspaper contained the highest number of valid articles for the case study and published a particularly high number of articles that were strongly opposed or opposed to CSG development. One factor that may influence regional newspaper content and the higher instance of opposition to CSG development in the media is the demographics of the area. The Tweed and Byron community is very anti-CSG development, and as audience gratification may increase sales of newspapers (Ruiz 2009 ) it could be suggested that the media may be fostering these viewpoints for commercial purposes. This could influence local media companies to promote a construction of the region that would appeal to the general population. Local media are a product of the area, and therefore will represent the local interests of the community (Meadows 2001) .
The media are likely to disseminate popular consensus to increase readership (Meadows 2001; Ruiz 2009 ). The strong community presence of Lock the Gate Alliance and their vocal opinions against CSG may have influenced the media to promote popular opinion. Determined groups can also filter and disclose certain types of events to the media, thereby exerting a degree of control over the type of material that frames the representation of a debate (Ruiz 2009 ). Anti-CSG groups are a dominant presence on social media and in the Northern Rivers region, and this ability to regularly update the community influences public support and, as a result, more media attention is given to the matter of CSG development. Lock the Gate Alliance's utilisation of the media to broadcast their viewpoints over the interests of others is an example of how groups with more resources may disadvantage the less powerful minority. In this case, Lock the Gate Alliance's opposing stance on CSG development was disseminated widely throughout the media, whilst the NSW ALC's position in favour of CSG development was not. The NSW ALC is attempting to have some control over a development process that would usually be controlled and managed by the dominant culture. This study's findings demonstrated the media's focus on the opposition to CSG development and the voicing of dominant opinions, with Lock the Gate Alliance representatives' opinions given the most oxygen. Thus, the hegemonic discourse about environmental issues still reflects the dominant opinions of non-Aboriginal Australians, and this suggests the more powerful actors in environmental issues still prescribe how issues will be constructed and perceived.
A further finding from the content analysis was the apparent shift in stereotypes that the media portrayed. Aboriginal peoples previously marginalised as 'drunken Aborigines' (Langton 1997, p. 77) were depicted by the media in this case study as going against their own culture, with the media conveying some opinions that the NSW ALC's decision had little regard for Aboriginal peoples' cultural connection with the land: 'I'm fearful about our culture and heritage' (Williams 2012 (Case 2012, p. 8) . Lock the Gate Alliance may be specifically implying that they are aligned with Aboriginal peoples to further their own agenda. The literature revealed conservation groups eager to flaunt their associations with Aboriginal peoples (Schneiders 1999; Holt 2005; ACF 2006) , and Lock the Gate Alliance specifically presents a protectionist view on Aboriginal cultural heritage (Lock the Gate Alliance 2012). In the Northern Rivers case, the media's alignment of conservationists and Aboriginal peoples subsequently reinforces the construction of Aboriginal peoples as fundamentally conservationist.
Implications
The main reason stated in the media for Aboriginal engagement in CSG development was to improve the economic and social position of Aboriginal peoples. A core objective of the NSW ALC is to move Aboriginal peoples to economic independence (Scott 2012) , which means finding sources of revenue that can sustain and assist them to improve their economic and social positions. The media as key agents in the construction of Aboriginality means that they are central to how economic independence for Aboriginal peoples is perceived. This research found the media frequently present Aboriginal peoples as resistant to CSG development. Framing the NSW ALC's application negatively via a discourse that aligns Aboriginal interests with conservation interests and anti-development does not augur well for those Aboriginal peoples who do wish to engage with these mainstream economic opportunities, particularly those opportunities that are regarded as environmentally damaging (Meadows 2001; Maddison 2009 ). By privileging the perspective of the groups opposing CSG development, the media propagate a negative sentiment towards Aboriginal engagement in CSG in the area, which may hinder their ability to successfully engage in CSG development and the benefits it may confer.
With a large proportion of articles having a strong theme of anti-CSG development, the media also contribute to the idea that Aboriginal peoples are not interested in participating in economic development. One of the issues that emerged from the literature was the paradox of Aboriginal policy and reality. On the one hand the federal and State governments strive for economically driven initiatives to fix the Aboriginal 'problem', while on the other the media support a hegemonic ideology that suggests Aboriginal people are not culturally compatible with certain sorts of economic development or are simply uninterested. Autonomy over economic choice and opportunities and the political right to determine how environmental resources are utilised are important to Aboriginal peoples (Langton 2012) . By partnering with a mining company, the NSW ALC can exert greater control over mining development (Scott 2012) and minimise the marginalisation that is often experienced when engaging with resources companies for a share of mineral profits (Howlett 2010) .
Some authors argue that federal government legislation, such as Native Title, promotes a discourse of traditional Aboriginality that is inconsistent with the neoliberal policy promotion of economic development, thereby creating intractable complications for Aboriginal peoples seeking to engage in economic development (see, for example, Langton 2012). Double standards exist for Aboriginal peoples owing to a social construction of Aboriginality that is based upon limiting stereotypes and assumptions.
Conclusion
By focusing on opposition to CSG development, particularly on the views of anti-CSG groups such as Lock the Gate Alliance, the media in this case study promoted a discourse that privileges the conservationist perspective on CSG development. The influence of media reporting on public opinion is substantial, and the media continue to play a central role in how the majority of non-Aboriginal Australians view Aboriginal peoples. The media in this case study have promoted certain constructions of those Aboriginal people partaking in CSG development as somehow inauthentic or separate from nature. Conversely, if they oppose CSG development then they are seen to be anti-development. These discursive constructions of Aboriginality may act as barriers to successful engagement with economic opportunities. It is essential to acknowledge the power of discursive constructions of Aboriginality and the implications of this for Aboriginal engagement with economic development.
Mass media have a critical role via their promotion of certain discourses in defining and shaping what people think and believe about Aboriginality, as this paper has argued. Negative media representations regarding Aboriginal peoples' engagement with CSG development may hinder their success in economic endeavours in several ways. First, there may be a possibility that the negative coverage would cause, or force, the NSW ALC to withdraw from the applications. Second, the coverage could exacerbate conflict between and within Aboriginal groups. Third, the coverage could further damage the relationships between non-Aboriginal and Aboriginal peoples. These representations also ignore the wider context for the NSW ALC's application in the first instance, which, as discussed above, sought economic independence.
This research demonstrates that Aboriginal peoples may be marginalised when they attempt to engage in economic opportunities that do not align with the dominant discursive constructions of them. Thus, they will be subject to a political and ideological imperative to engage in mainstream economic development, while simultaneously being constructed as somehow culturally and socially incompatible with that imperative. Given the history of marginalisation of Aboriginal people from mainstream economic development in the past, it is imperative that academic scrutiny is brought to bear upon the role of the media in promoting certain discursive constructions of Aboriginality.
